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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-23 are present for examination. 

2. Claims 1-23 are rejected. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 7/22/2004 and 7/22/2005 was 
filed. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Serial numbers in Specification pg. 1 are missing and should be updated. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-7 and 15-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claim 1, the phrase "if conditions render the claim indefinite because it is 
unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See 
MPEP § 2173.05(d). Claims 2-7 are also rejected by virtue of their dependency to Claim 1. 

Regarding Claim 15, the phrase "or" and the phrase "if conditions render the claim 
indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the 
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claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). Claims 16-23 are also rejected by virtue of their 
dependency to Claim 15. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 15-16, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,654,814 issued to Britton et al. (hereafter Britton). 
Claim 1: 

Regarding Claim 1, Britton discloses a method of retrieving a device-dependent attribute 
stored on a portal server, said method comprising: 

establishing communication with a device (col. 7, Ins. 48-56; fig. 1); 
identifying a type of said device (col. 7, Ins. 56-65); 

identifying a characteristic of said type of device, wherein said type is a subset of 

said characteristic (col. 1, Ins. 45-65; col. 7, Ins. 56-65); and 

retrieving an entry from a list of attributes, said entry selected first according to 

said type of device and second according to said characteristic if said list does not 

include an entry that corresponds to said type of device (col. 1, Ins. 45-65; col. 9, 

Ins. 14-46 - Britton discloses a rule and a policy which corresponds to "a list of 

attributes"). 
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Claims 2 and 16: 

Regarding Claim 2, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim \, supra. Additionally, 
Britton discloses: wherein said communication is wireless (col. 2, Ins. 47-63; col. 8, Ins. 26-38; 
col. 10, Ins. 14-20). Claim 16 is rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 2. 
Claims 4 and 18: 

Regarding Claim 4, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 1, supra. Additionally, 
Britton discloses: wherein said characteristic is identifiable by a type of markup language used 
by said type of device (col. 1, Ins. 45-65; col. 9, Ins. 66-67; col. 10, Ins. 1-23 - Britton discloses a 
voice markup language which corresponds to "type of markup language"). Claim 18 is rejected 
based upon the same reasoning as Claim 4. 
Claim 15: 

Regarding Claim 15, Britton discloses a computer-usable medium having computer- 
readable program code embodied therein for causing a portal server system to perform a method 
comprising: 

communicating with a device (col. 7, Ins. 48-56; fig. 1); 

identifying from said communicating a type of device for which a first attribute is 
to be stored, wherein said first attribute is dependent on said type of device (col. 
11,1ns. 38- 61; fig. 4); 

associating said type of device with said first attribute when said first attribute is 
selected and stored in a list of attributes (col. 11, Ins. 46-61); and 
retrieving a second attribute from said list according to said type of device or 
according to a characteristic of said type of device if said list does not include an 
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attribute that corresponds to said type of device, wherein said type is a subset of 
said characteristic (col. 1, Ins. 45-65; col. 9, Ins. 14-46). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
7. Claims 5-6 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Britton as applied to claims 1-2, 4, 15-16, and 18 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/0128908 by Levin et al. (hereafter Levin). 
Claims 5 and 19: 

Regarding Claim 5, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 1, supra. Additionally, 
Britton discloses: wherein said list of attributes (Britton: col. 9, Ins. 29-46). 
However, Britton does not disclose: sorted by device type. 
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On the other hand, Levin discloses: is sorted by device type (Levin: pg. 7, [0100]; fig. 6). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to combine sorting 
by device type of Levin into the web content tailoring system of Britton to utilize sorting of list 
by device type. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to incorporate the Levin's teaching of 
sorting the list by device type in the Britton' s web content tailoring system to better tailoring the 
display as suggested by Levin, which discloses "User-provided demographic, location, user 
preferences, device permissions settings and other user profile information enables creators of 
promotional campaigns to precisely direct those campaigns to receptive audiences" (Levin: see 
Abstract). Claim 19 is rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 5. 
Claim 6 and 20: 

Regarding Claim 6, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 1, supra. Additionally, 
Britton in view of Levin disclose: wherein said list of attributes is sorted by device characteristic 
(Britton: col. 1, Ins. 45-65; col. 9, Ins. 29-46) and (Levin: pg. 7, [0100]; fig. 6). Claim 20 is 
rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 20. 

8. Claims 3, 7-14, 17 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Britton as applied to claims 1-2, 4, 15-16, and 18 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,901,429 issued to Dowling et al. (hereafter Dowling). 
Claims 3 and 17: 

Regarding Claim 3, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 1, supra. However, 
Britton does not disclose: wherein said type of device is identifiable by a brand name and a 
model number. 
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On the other hand, Dowling discloses: wherein said type of device is identifiable by a 
brand name and a model number (Dowling: col. 28, Ins. 1 1-20). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine this identifying mobile configuration of Dowling into the web content 
tailoring system of Britton to utilize identifying mobile manufacture "brand name" and the 
model number. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to incorporate the Dowling's teaching 
of identifying mobile configuration information in the Britton' s web content tailoring system to 
better tailoring the display as suggested by Dowling, which discloses "As such, various dialects 
of XML have been developed to allow content to be customized for interactive display on 
specific types of smart phones and other mobile devices" (Dowling: col. 2, Ins. 15-26). Claim 17 
is rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 3. 
Claim 7 and 21: 

Regarding Claim 7, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 1, supra. Additionally, 
Britton in view of Dowling disclose: wherein said list of attributes further comprises entries that 
are independent of device type and device characteristic (Britton: col. 9, Ins. 29-46) and 
(Dowling: col. 3, Ins. 1-18; col. 8, Ins. 39-62 - Dowling discloses the use of emailing system). 
Claim 21 is rejected based upon the same reasoning as Claim 7. 
Claim 8: 

Regarding Claim 8, Britton discloses a method of storing device-dependent attributes in a 
server, said method comprising: 
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receiving information that identifies a type of device for which an attribute is to 
be stored, wherein said attribute is dependent on said type of device (Britton: col. 
11, Ins. 38- 61; fig. 4); 

selecting said attribute according to said type of device (Britton: col. 11, Ins. 46- 
61; fig. 4) 

entering said attribute into a list of attributes, wherein said list is organized into 
type-specific categories, wherein said attribute is entered into a category specific 
to said type of device provided said category exists (Britton: col. 4, Ins. 33-39; 
col. 12, Ins. 5-24; fig. 4); and 

creating a new category for said attribute provided said category specific to said 
type of device does not already exist (Britton: col. 4, Ins. 33-39; col. 8, Ins. 25-33, 
43-62; figs. 4 & 5). 
However, Britton is silent with respect to use of portal server. 
On the other hand, Dowling discloses: portal server (Dowling: col. 8, Ins. 39-62). 
It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine this identifying mobile configuration of Dowling into the web content 
tailoring system of Britton to utilize the portal server. The term <portal> is defined in the 
Microsoft Computer Dictionary as "a collection of links, contents, and services designed to guide 
users to information they likely to find interesting". The AOL is a known to be a <portal> 
example. Therefore, skilled artisan would have been motivated to incorporate the Dowling' s 
teaching of utilizing the portal server in the Britton' s web content tailoring system to allow users 
to have access to an AOL portal as suggested by Dowling, which discloses "As such, various 
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dialects of XML have been developed to allow content to be customized for interactive display 
on specific types of smart phones and other mobile devices" (Dowling: col. 2, Ins. 15-26). 
Claim 9: 

Regarding Claim 9, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Britton discloses: further comprising establishing a connection with a first 
device, wherein said attribute is entered into a type-specific category corresponding to a type of 
said first device (Britton: col. 3, Ins. 29-46; col. 4, Ins. 8-20). 
Claim 10: 

Regarding Claim 10, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Britton discloses: further comprising: 

establishing a connection with a first device (Britton: col. 3, Ins. 29-46); and 
receiving information from said first device identifying a second device, wherein 
said attribute is entered into a type-specific category corresponding to a type of 
said second device (Britton: col. 4, Ins. 21-36; 66-67; col. 5, Ins. 1-21 - Britton 
discloses a desktop workstation and a PDA which correspond to <a type-specific 
category>). 

Claim 11: 

Regarding Claim 11, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Dowling discloses: wherein said portal server is a wireless portal server 
operable to communicate wirelessly with client devices (Dowling: col. 4, Ins. 48-67; col. 5, Ins. 
1-7; col. 20, Ins. 46-58). 
Claim 12: 
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Regarding Claim 12, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Dowling discloses: wherein said type of device is identifiable by a brand 
name and a model number (Dowling: col. 28, Ins. 1 1-20). 
Claim 13: 

Regarding Claim 13, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Britton discloses: wherein said characteristic is identifiable by a type of 
markup language used by said type of device (Britton: col. 9, Ins. 66-67; col. 10, Ins. 1-14). 
Claim 14: 

Regarding Claim 14, Britton in view of Dowling disclose all the limitation of Claim 8, 
supra. Additionally, Britton in view Dowling disclose: wherein said list of attributes further 
comprises a category for attributes that are independent of device type (Britton: col. 4, Ins. 33- 
39; col. 9, Ins. 29-46) and (Dowling: col. 3, Ins. 1-18; col. 8, Ins. 39-62). 
Claim 22: 

Regarding Claim 22, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 15, supra. 
Additionally, Britton in view of Dowling disclose: wherein said first attribute corresponds to said 
device communicating with said portal server system (Britton: col. 9, Ins. 29-46) and (Dowling: 
col. 8, Ins. 39-62; col. 20, Ins. 46-58 - Dowling discloses the use of AOL as an example of 
mailing service). 
Claim 23: 

Regarding Claim 23, Britton discloses all the limitation of Claim 15, supra. 
Additionally, Britton in view of Dowling disclose: wherein said first attribute (Britton: col. 9, 
Ins. 29-46) corresponds to another device different from said device communicating with said 
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portal server system, said other device identified during said communicating (Britton: col. 4, Ins. 
21-39) and (Dowling: col. 8, Ins. 39-62). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Monica M. Pyo whose telephone number is 571-272-8192. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6:30 - 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Monica M Pyo 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 
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